The last sixty years afford us a remarkable, though largely unexplored, opportunity to examine the Dead Sea Scrolls from the perspective of "reception history." This article first provides an overview of what has already been done with regard to this goal and highlights the importance and timeliness of such an approach, suggesting that it is furthermore a necessary endeavor if Qumran Studies is to keep pace with developments in the wider world of Biblical Studies. It continues by outlining some possible directions for future investigation, identifying academic reception, popular reception, and processes of knowledge transfer as three main areas or categories into which such examinations could helpfully be divided. The internal processes of scrolls scholarship, the relationship between Qumran Studies and Biblical Studies, gender issues, the scrolls in literature, film, music, and art, and the role of exhibitions, documentaries, and newspapers, are all highlighted as potential areas for future research.
Page 4 of 21 unconscious) influences at work within scrolls scholarship. Equally, it would allow us to both track and evaluate the wider impact of the Dead Sea Scrolls, noting in particular the manner and extent of their permeation into popular culture. It is, furthermore, a necessary endeavor if Qumran Studies is to keep pace with developments in the wider world of Biblical Studies. Accordingly, this article will first provide a brief overview of what has already been done with regard to this goal, and then continue by outlining some possible directions for future investigation, setting out research objectives and highlighting potentially fruitful lines of enquiry.
Examining the Influence and Impact of the Dead Sea Scrolls
Over the past sixty or more years since the first discoveries were made, tens of thousands of books and articles have been written on the scrolls. 7 As one might expect, the vast majority of these have as their focus the scrolls themselves, their content and context, and what they can tell us about the past. By contrast, the "reception history" approach takes another step backward from the primary material and focuses instead on our own responses to the scrolls and what this can tell us about ourselves. Thus, it is the reception and appropriation of the scrolls (rather than the scrolls themselves) which becomes the subject of scrutiny.
Although most studies concerning the scrolls belong to the former "traditional" category, there are a small but growing number which do indeed reflect Page 5 of 21 the latter "scrolls scholars once-removed" perspective. For instance, Edna Ullmann-
Margalit's book, Out of the Cave: A Philosophical Inquiry into the Dead Sea Scrolls
Research, takes as its subject matter, in her own words, "not the scrolls but the study of the scrolls; … research about scrolls research." 8 In it she examines the formation and maintenance of the Qumran-Essene hypothesis from the perspective of scientific theory formation in general, assessing the relationship and interaction between competitive theories within Qumran Studies and the development of a "default" position, thus shedding light upon the inner workings and dynamics of scrolls scholarship itself.
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Further examples might include those works which attempt to provide a rather reflective history of scrolls scholarship, simultaneously offering both a historical account of events and exploring the rationale and motivations which lay behind them.
Here we might mention Jason Kalman and Jaqueline S. Page 8 of 21
Thus, the foundations have been laid for a more systematic and widespread examination of the Dead Sea Scrolls from the perspective of reception history.
Whether consciously or not, and perhaps even as a result of current trends in Biblical Studies, some Qumran scholars have already begun to engage in research which leans in this direction. 17 The terrain, however, remains largely unexplored. Let us therefore turn now to considerations of how the field might best move forward and make some recommendations regarding areas and methods of future investigation.
Reception History and the Dead Sea Scrolls
I would like to propose that there are three main areas or categories into which future examinations of the reception and impact of the scrolls could helpfully be divided:
a) The first of these is the reception of the scrolls within the academic sphere; their influence and impact within academia itself.
b) The second is popular reception of the scrolls; their impact within popular culture and as seen through a non-academic lens.
c) The third category, which both overlaps with and yet is quite clearly separate from the preceding two, is what we shall refer to as "knowledge transfer"; that is, the educational and informative processes which are taking place, primarily (or ostensibly) in the direction from the academic sphere to the popular sphere.
Each of these categories contains a wide diversity of sub-areas worthy of further investigation and thus numerous possible lines of enquiry. I shall simply attempt here to highlight, in each case, a number of key areas which, in terms of advancing the field, seem either most pressing or potentially the most rewarding.
a) Academic Reception of the Scrolls
Our first category, the academic reception of the scrolls, is in itself a vast topic, taking as its focus, not the scrolls themselves, but our own responses to them Page 9 of 21 and the ways in which they have influenced and impacted upon academia. For the time being, however, I would like to draw attention to just three main sub-areas where useful work could be done: (i) analysis of the internal processes of scrolls scholarship;
(ii) influence upon and relationship with Biblical Studies; and (iii) aspects of gender in relation to scrolls scholarship and textual interpretation.
i) The Internal Processes of Scrolls Scholarship
The first of these, analysis of the internal processes of scrolls scholarship, would include, for instance, the aforementioned work done by Edna Ullmann- Page 10 of 21
To give a specific example, we might question to what extent the early or formative years of scrolls scholarship have shaped subsequent interpretation. The very fact that the discovery (not to mention publication) of the scrolls took place over a prolonged period, may also play a role. In view of that, how far might the initial Cave 1 discoveries, for instance, be said to have influenced and colored (perhaps even distorted) our interpretation of the later discoveries in Caves 2-11? Early on, a "perceived" Qumran history and identity was derived from the Cave 1 texts alone, swiftly gaining widespread acceptance among the first scrolls scholars. Since all subsequent evidence was considered with this "received" wisdom already in mind, the potential is there at least for unbalanced interpretation and a tendency towards the incorporation of such evidence within the existing model. 21 As Moshe J. Bernstein asks:
[W]hat would have been the result had the Qumran texts been discovered and published in a different order than they were? … [M]any of the presuppositions, the touchstones which have governed our research …, would likely have been quite different. The significance of the sequence of publication of the Qumran documents is a phenomenon which, I believe, has generally been overlooked.
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In short, an examination of the processes by which we have arrived at our historical reconstructions and syntheses, and an evaluation of our own influences and preconceptions, is vital to both a better understanding of how the scrolls have been received and appropriated by the academic community, and to a more nuanced view of the scrolls themselves.
ii) Biblical Studies
The second of our sub-areas within the more general category of academic reception concerns the influence of the scrolls upon, and their relationship with, Biblical Studies. We have already seen how a number of scholars have begun to 21 A point discussed at the Sixth Meeting of the IOQS, in response to the following unpublished paper: Page 16 of 21
Our third (and final) major category, "knowledge transfer," concerns the points of interaction between "academic" and "popular" reception; in particular, as we have already noted, the educational and informative processes taking place primarily (or ostensibly) in the direction from the academic sphere to the popular sphere. This overlaps somewhat with both of our preceding two categories and yet is also clearly distinct. Adolfo D. Roitman, Curator of the Dead Sea Scrolls (Shrine of the Book, Jerusalem), has said that, generally speaking, the public "know the scrolls are important, but they don't know why." 39 The same observation can be made upon examining some of the occurrences of the scrolls in popular reception; they are clearly regarded as significant, though there is often a lack of informed knowledge about what that significance is. The gap between academic scholarship and popular understandings of the scrolls is a void which is in continual need of being rebridged. 40 Indeed, Roitman suggests that "it has become truly necessary to start developing systematically a new field of expertise, with its own theory and methods:
the teaching and popularization of the Dead Sea Scrolls." 41 Certainly any comprehensive examination of the reception history of the scrolls needs to address not only "academic" and "popular" reception, but also the attempts made to bridge the gap between the two; that is to say, the educational and informative processes of socalled "knowledge transfer." By way of example, let us again highlight three key areas which may be worthy of further investigation.
i) Exhibitions
The first of these concerns public exhibitions of the scrolls. Here, the choice of materials displayed and the manner of their presentation (for instance, the accompanying descriptions and overall narrative) are typically the product of scrolls academics and those responsible for their preservation, but the intended audience consists primarily of non-specialists (i.e., the general public). In other words, exhibitions constitute, for the most part, attempts to take scholarly responses to the scrolls and transfer these to the public sphere; academic reception as "officially" mediated to the public. Mark Silk acknowledges that, compared with documentaries, newspapers "require that a higher hurdle of novelty be jumped" (i.e., a new development or new angle [whether real, perceived, or invented]), but also points out that "the sensational is not ipso facto bad." 48 That is to say, it is the very sensationalism and intrigue attached to public perceptions of the scrolls, which ensures and maintains their high profile in popular culture. This is what transforms them in the public eye from the dusty, boring old manuscripts they might potentially have been viewed as, into the scandalous, mysterious (even dangerous), secret texts they are so widely perceived to be. While often a source of irritation for scholars keen to educate the public about the true significance of the scrolls, the flipside of the coin is that it is precisely because of these popular misconceptions (not in spite of them) that we are guaranteed a ready and eager audience outside of the academic sphere. This is why the public flock to scrolls exhibitions, are fascinated by scrolls documentaries, and are intrigued by scrolls stories in the media -and ironically it is exactly this which provides us with such a rare opportunity to transfer our academic research and interests into the popular sphere and the public consciousness.
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Exhibitions, documentaries, and newspaper stories constitute something different again from both the academic reception of the scrolls which they purport to reflect and the popular reception of the scrolls which they feed and indeed shape. It is in this context, as important mediums for "knowledge transfer" and sources of "mediated reception," that they deserve to be more extensively studied.
Conclusion
As "reception history" continues to play an ever more important role within Biblical Studies, it is increasingly apparent (as demonstrated in a number of recent studies highlighted here) that the same perspective might successfully be applied to Qumran Studies, resulting in important and timely examinations of the modern reception, influence, and impact of the Dead Sea Scrolls. The intricate history of scrolls scholarship, coupled with the intense public fascination with them, not only lends itself to such an approach, but actively invites it. While certainly not intending 48 Silk, "Why the Papers Love the Scrolls," 95-96. 49 On the educational dimension and the development of strategies for communicating with and teaching the public about the scrolls, see Roitman, "The Quest for New Strategies" (esp. 726-30).
Page 21 of 21 to be exhaustive, this article has attempted to outline some possible directions for future investigation, identifying academic reception of the scrolls (that is, the ways in which they have been used by, influenced, and impacted upon academia), popular reception of the scrolls (their impact within popular culture, including literature, film and television, music, and art), and mediums of "knowledge transfer" (analysis of the points of interaction between "academic" and "popular" reception, and evaluation of the educational and informative processes taking place in attempts to bridge the gap between the two) as three main areas or categories into which such examinations could helpfully be divided. The boundaries between these three areas are far from rigid, but they may nevertheless prove a useful starting point for future exploits.
Roitman notes that "[s]ince the discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls, the intellectual efforts of scholars have been devoted to understanding the data in their original historical context. Until now, our attention was directed towards the past."
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As a different, more reflective type of approach to the topic, reception history perspectives promise not only a rich and fertile avenue for future investigation, but the possibility of thereby uncovering valuable insights into our own continuing complex relationship with the scrolls.
